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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

r evoked.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Thomas H.  Koch has f i l ed a 

pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense r evocat i on pur suant  t o SCR 

22. 19. 1  He st at es he cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 19 pr ovi des,  i n par t :   Pet i t i on f or  consensual  

l i cense r evocat i on.  

( 1)  An at t or ney who i s t he subj ect  of  an 
i nvest i gat i on f or  possi bl e mi sconduct  or  t he 
r espondent  i n a pr oceedi ng may f i l e wi t h t he supr eme 
cour t  a pet i t i on f or  t he r evocat i on by consent  or  hi s 
or  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.    
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pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l egat i ons bei ng i nvest i gat ed by t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) .   The OLR i ni t i at ed an 

i nvest i gat i on wi t h r espect  t o one count  of  t hef t  cont r ar y t o 

Wi s.  St at .  § 943. 20( 1) ( b) ,  i nvol v i ng At t or ney Koch' s conver si on 

of  over  $2, 400, 000 i n subr ogat ed f unds he col l ect ed on behal f  of  

a c l i ent .    

¶2 At t or ney Koch was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1990.   He has pr act i ced i n Mi l waukee.  

¶3 On Febr uar y 22,  2010,  At t or ney Koch was char ged i n 

Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t  wi t h one f el ony count  of  

v i ol at i ng Wi s.  St at .  § 943. 20( 1) ( b) ,  Thef t - Busi ness Set t i ng 

gr eat er  t han $10, 000.   At t or ney Koch conver t ed f or  hi s own use 

f unds t hat  he col l ect ed on behal f  of  hi s c l i ent  begi nni ng i n 

November  2001 and cont i nui ng unt i l  Sept ember  2008. 2  At t or ney 

Koch di r ect ed t hi r d par t i es t o make subr ogat ed cl ai m set t l ement  

checks payabl e t o hi m or  t o hi s t r ust  account  so t hat  he coul d 

conver t  some or  al l  of  t he set t l ement  f unds.   At t or ney Koch' s 

                                                                                                                                                             
( 2)  The pet i t i on shal l  st at e t hat  t he pet i t i oner  

cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he al l egat i ons of  
mi sconduct .  

 .  .  .   

( 5)  The supr eme cour t  shal l  gr ant  t he pet i t i on 
and r evoke t he pet i t i oner ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw or  
deny t he pet i t i on and r emand t he mat t er  t o t he 
di r ect or  or  t o t he r ef er ee f or  f ur t her  pr oceedi ngs.  

2 See St at e v.  Thomas H.  Koch,  Mi l waukee Count y Ci r cui t  
Cour t  case number  2010CF813;  see al so ACS Recover y Ser vi ces,  
I nc.  v.  Thomas H.  Koch,  et  al . ,  Mi l waukee Count y Ci r cui t  Cour t  
case number  2009CV19762.   
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c l i ent  has cal cul at ed over  $2, 400, 000 of  i t s  f unds wer e 

col l ect ed by At t or ney Koch.   Accor di ng t o t he cr i mi nal  

compl ai nt ,  At t or ney Koch admi t t ed he has st ol en huge amount s of  

set t l ement  money owed t o hi s c l i ent .   He expl ai ned he gambl ed 

away al most  al l  of  t he embezzl ed money at  l ocal  casi nos.    

¶4 At t or ney Koch st at es he f r eel y,  vol unt ar i l y ,  and 

knowi ngl y f i l es hi s pet i t i on f or  t he consensual  r evocat i on of  

hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   At t or ney Koch 

acknowl edges he cannot  successf ul l y def end hi msel f  agai nst  t he 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l eged i n t he OLR i nvest i gat i on.   He 

st at es t hat  af t er  he was conf r ont ed by hi s c l i ent ,  he f ul l y  

cooper at ed i n t he c l i ent ' s i nvest i gat i on of  hi s act i ons.   He 

st at es he has been di agnosed as a compul si ve gambl er  and i s 

under goi ng t r eat ment .  

¶5 At t or ney Koch acknowl edges t hat  i f  t hi s cour t  gr ant s 

hi s pet i t i on and r evokes hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n,  SCRs 22. 26 t hr ough 22. 33 appl y.   He st at es he has 

been r epr esent ed by counsel  who assi st ed hi m wi t h t he pet i t i on,  

but  at  t he t i me of  t he f i l i ng of  hi s pet i t i on,  At t or ney Koch i s 

r epr esent i ng hi msel f .   He acknowl edges he i s gi v i ng up hi s r i ght  

t o cont est  t he al l eged mi sconduct .    

¶6 The OLR r ecommends t hi s cour t  gr ant  At t or ney Koch' s 

pet i t i on and r evoke hi s Wi sconsi n l aw l i cense.   The OLR st at es 

At t or ney Koch has dr amat i cal l y abused hi s c l i ent ' s t r ust  f r om 

November  2001 t hr ough Sept ember  2008 by conver t i ng f unds he 

col l ect ed f r om t hi r d par t i es.   The OLR i s not  seeki ng an 

assessment  of  cost s.   The OLR r ecommends t he cour t  r equi r e 
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At t or ney Koch t o compl y wi t h al l  j udgment s,  awar ds or  

r est i t ut i on or der s r el at i ng t o t he mi sconduct  subj ect  of  hi s 

consensual  r evocat i on pet i t i on t hat  woul d be i ssued agai nst  hi m 

by any ot her  cour t .    

¶7 We accept  At t or ney Koch' s pet i t i on f or  consensual  

l i cense r evocat i on and we r evoke At t or ney Koch' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   We or der  t hat  as a condi t i on of  any 

f ut ur e r ei nst at ement ,  At t or ney Koch shal l  pr ove he has made f ul l  

r est i t ut i on t o hi s f or mer  c l i ent .   See SCR 22. 29( 4m) ;  see al so 

I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Dugan,  112 Wi s.  2d 653,  

656,  334 N. W. 2d 228 ( 1983) .   Because t he OLR does not  seek 

cost s,  no cost s ar e i mposed.  

¶8 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw of  

Thomas H.  Koch i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶9 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  t o t he ext ent  he has not  

al r eady done so,  Thomas H.  Koch shal l  compl y wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons 

of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  an at t or ney whose l i cense 

t o pr act i ce l aw has been r evoked.  

¶10 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  as a condi t i on of  

r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n,  

Thomas H.  Koch shal l  demonst r at e he has made f ul l  r est i t ut i on t o 

or  set t l ed al l  c l ai ms of  per sons har med by t he mi sconduct  

subj ect  of  t hi s pr oceedi ng as set  f or t h i n t he compl ai nt .   
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